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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 12/27/2005 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

3. This communication is responsive to the applicant's amendment dated 12/27/2005 and 
RCE examination filed on 2/2/2006. The Applicant(s) amended claims 23-28 (see the 
amendment: pages 4-8). 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claim rejection under 35 USC 102 and 103 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection, since the amended 
claims introduce new issuer and/or new matter. There response to the arguments is directed to 
the claim rejection of this office action (see below). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 2-3, 6-7, 9, 1 1, and 23-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled 
in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. 

Regarding independent claims 23, 25-27, the new amended limitation "each content item 
having a first identifier within a first category, a second identifier within a second category, and a 
third first identifier within a third category" introduces new subject matter, because it is not 
specifically described in the original specification. 

Regarding all dependent claims, the rejection is based on the same reason described for 
the responding independent claims (see above), because dependent claims inherit all limitations 
of their parent claim(s). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. Claims 2-3, 9, 1 1, 23, 25-27, 29-30 and 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hedin et al. (US 6,185,535) hereinafter referenced as Hedin in view of 
Ranger (US 5,999,940). 



Application/Control Number: 09/674,576 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2626 

As per claim 23, as best understood in view of the rejection under 35 USC 1 12 1 st (see 
above), Hedin discloses voice control of a user interface to service applications (title), providing 
the implementation of interactive voice control services (col. 15, lines 55-56), comprising: 

"a portable terminal configured to transmit input speech information to a server over a 
network" (Fig. la and col. 4 line 44 to col. 5 line 33, 'client part 101', 'server part 103', 'wireless 
mobile terminals (portable terminal)', and 'advanced mobile network'; Fig. 3 and col. 2, lines 
59-60, 'the unrecognized portion of the audio input signal (input speech information) is 
formatted in a data unit that is communicated (transmitted) to a remote application part (server 
part)'); 

"a server configured to receive the transmitted input speech information from said 
portable terminal, and to generate a contents list", (Fig. 3 and col. 6 lines 20-39, 'remote 
application part (RAP) 205(server) , 'external services and content (ESC) 207'; col. 8 line 56 to 
col. 9 line 57, 'speech recognition', 'provide (generate) information and content over the 
Internet'; col. 10, line 30 to col. 1 1 line 40, 'complete menu (corresponding to a contents list)'; 
col. 14, lines 10-20, 'the service might first present the user with a list of options (contents 
list)...'). 

"wherein the server generates a first contents list by calculating the similarity of acoustic 

characteristic quantities between first input speech information and the identifiers with the first 

category" (col. 14, lines 10-60, 'using' the speech input 'show weather for' (the identifiers with 

the first category) in 'a speech recognition enabled terminal (necessarily include input speech 

« 

information)', 'a weather information (first category) service might first present the user with a 
list of options (contents list)...'; Fig. 3 and col. 9, line 25 to col. 1 1 line 41, 'to perform speech 
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recognition, the RAP's exemplary ASR 307 includes the feature vector (read on acoustic 
characteristic quantities) extraction unit 309, a feature matching (read on calculating the 
similarity) and decision unit 31 1 and RAP reference database 313'); 

"wherein the server transmits input request information related to the selected second or 
the third category to the portable terminal" (col. 1, lines 16-17, 'data is communicated 
(transmitted) via the Internet to the service application, which can then respond accordingly 5 ; 
col. 3, lines 20-25, 'terminal application part (terminal side) ...communicated to the remote 
application part (server side)'; col. 15, lines 5-16, 'the user then speaks the city name ...for 
speech recognition and further processing (calculating similarity)', wherein 'city option', 'other' 
and/or entered 'city name' can be broadly interpreted as the selected second or the third 
category). 

But, Hedin does not expressly disclose that "the server selects the second category or the 
third category based on which category will be better narrow the first contents list" and "the 
server narrows the first content list by calculating the similarity of acoustic characteristics 
quantities between second input speech information and the identifier within the selected second 
or third categories. However, the feature is well known in the art as evidence by Ranger who 
discloses interactive information discovery tool and methodology (title), comprising filtering out 
irrelevant information (narrow content), avoiding obsolete information (narrow content) and 
automatically classifying query results' (col. 2, lines 21-22), providing multiple identifiers for 
classes, subclasses, objects and attributes (each group can be interpreted as categories) of 
veracity of date (content data) (Fig. 3 and col. 6, lines 32-42, col. 7, lines 4-30), and teaches that 
'web server . . .performs a hit analysis of the query result so that the user can more easily 
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ascertain by browsing to a relevant bin (category or range) for items that are most relevant to the 
user (better narrow content list)' and when 'number of content items (list)' excesses 'predefined 
threshold' the system may 'reduce scrolling (narrow list)', readjust the bins, and that 'class 
names of the different classes of the first 'M' items are used as bin categories' (Fig. 7 and col., 
19, line 34 to col. 20, line 47), which suggests that the Ranger's system has capability of 
implementing the feature as claimed. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hedin by providing a mechanism to 
reduce and/or readjust (narrow) the content items using different bin categories, as taught by 
Ranger, for the purpose of obtaining most relevant content items for user (Ranger: col. 19, lines 
43-44). 

As per claim 2 (depending on claim 23), Hedin in view of Ranger further discloses "said 
portable terminal includes speech recognition means for performing speech recognition on said 
input speech information", (Hedin: col. 4, line 66 to col. 5, line 11, 'the client (terminal) part 101 
includes a simple ASR (automatic speech recognition)', 'a menu item', 'recognizing a small 
number isolated words (read on input speech information)', 'wireless mobile (portable) 
terminals'). 

As per claim 3 (depending on claim 23), Hedin in view of Ranger further discloses "said 
server includes speech recognition means for performing speech recognition on said input speech 
information received from said portable terminal over the network, (Hedin: col. 9 lines 1-67, 'an 
ASR 307 that will recognize the TP audio encoded words', 'able to recognize isolated words, ... 
may also have capability of recognizing continuous speech' that includes input speech 
information). 
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As per claim 25, it recites a portable terminal for a content selection system. The 
rejection is based on the same reason described for claim 23, because claim 25 recites the same 
or similar limitation(s) as claim 23. 

As per claim 9 (depending on claim 25), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 2, because claim 9 recites the same or similar limitation(s) as claim 2. 

As per claim 26, it recites a server for a content selection system. The rejection is based 
on the same reason described for claim 23, because claim 26 recites the same or similar 
limitation(s) as claim 23. 

As per claim 11 (depending on claim 26), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 3, because claim 1 1 recites the same or similar limitation(s) as claim 3. 

As per claim 27, it recites a content selection method. The rejection is based on the same 
reason described for claim 23, because claim 27 recites the same or similar limitation(s) as claim 
23. 

As per claim 29 (depending on claim 23), Hedin does not expressly disclose that "said 
server sends the contents list to said portable terminal if the contents list is determined using 
thresholds". However, this feature is well known in the art as evidence by Ranger who discloses 
interactive information discovery tool and methodology (title), and teaches that 'web server 
...performs a hit analysis of the query result' and 'a predefine threshold parameter 'N' 'indicates 
how many contents items must be present in order to trigger the automatic content analysis (col. 
19, lines 40-52, and Fig. 7 block 700). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hedin by specifically providing a 
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predefined threshold parameter for the query result of the contents, as taught by Ranger, for the 
purpose of triggering the automatic content analysis (Ranger: col. 19, lines 51-52). 

As per claim 30 (depending on claim 23), Hedin in view of Ranger further discloses 
"said server requests the input speech information associated with a specified category", (Hedin: 
Fig. 3 and col. 15, lines 55-56, 'interactive voice controlled services'; col. 15, lines 10-1 1, 
'device says: "Enter city name" (requested input speech information associated with a category 
of city)'). 

As per claim 32 (depending on claim 26), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 29, because the claim recites the same or similar limitation(s) as claim 29. 

As per claim 33 (depending on claim 26), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 30, because the claim recites the same or similar limitation(s) as claim 30. 

7. Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hedin in view 
of Ranger as applied to claims 2 and 3, and further in view of Ladd et al. (US 6,493,671) 
hereinafter referenced as Ladd. 

As per claim 6 (depending on claim 2), Hedin in view of Ranger does not expressly 
disclose a verifying mechanism for speech recognition as the claimed "said speech recognition 
means includes means for verifying whether or not the speech recognition on said input speech 
information has been made correctly, such that if the speech recognition is verified by said 
verification means to be made correctly, then said input speech information, processed with the 
speech recognition means, is output, and if the speech recognition is verified by said verification 
means not to be made correctly, then speech recognition to output the speech information 
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processed with said speech recognition means." However, this feature is well known in the art as 
evidence by Ladd who discloses a markup language for interactive service to notify a user of an 
event and methods thereof, comprising a voice browser 250 (Fig. 3) (col. 7, line 6) and an 
automatic speech recognition (ASR) unit 254, 12-37), and the "DIALOG" element and the 
associated "STEP" element of a markup language define a dialogue interpretation between the 
voice browser and user, including "confirm" element (col. 18, lines 1-39) for allowing user 
verifying the spoken content. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify Hedin by specifically providing a verifying 
mechanism for speech recognition, as taught by Ladd, for the purpose of increasing speech 
recognition accuracy. 

As per claim 7 (depending on claim 3), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 6, because claim 7 recites the same or similar limitation(s) as claim 6. 

8. Claims 24, 28, 31 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hedin in view of Ranger as applied to claim 23, and further in view of Milsted et al. (US 
6,263,313 Bl), hereinafter referenced as Milsted. 

As per claim 24 (depending on claim 23), Hedin fails to expressly disclose that "the 
categories include title, performer, and genre". However, this feature is well known in the art as 
evidence by Milsted who discloses method and apparatus to create encoded digital content (title), 
comprising determining the genre of the music selected (col. 66, lines 53-54) and a simple 
browser interface with list of titles, performers or new releases to select from (col. 74, lines 39- 
41). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to modify Hedin by specifically providing categories including title, 
performer, and genre, as taught by Milsted, for the purpose of increasing flexibility of selecting 
contents. 

As per claim 28 (depending on claim 27), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 24, because the claim recites the same or similar limitation(s) as claim 24. 

As per claim 31 (depending on claim 30), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 24, because the claim recites the same or similar limitation(s) as claim 24. 

As per claim 34 (depending on claim 33), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 24, because the claim recites the same or similar limitation(s) as claim 24. 



Conclusion 

9. Please address mail to be delivered by the United States Postal Service (USPS) as 
follows: 

Mail Stop 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O.Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
or faxed to: 571-273-8300, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
Or: 571-273-8300, (for informal or draft communications, and please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 

If no Mail Stop is indicated below, the line beginning Mail Stop should be omitted 
from the address. 

Effective January 14, 2005, except correspondence for Maintenance Fee payments, 
Deposit Account Replenishments (see 1.25(c)(4)), and Licensing and Review (see 37 CFR 5.1(c) 
and 5.2(c)), please address correspondence to be delivered by other delivery services (Federal 
Express (Fed Ex), UPS, DHL, Laser, Action, Purolater, etc.) as follows: 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

Customer Window, Mail Stop 

Randolph Building 

Alexandria , VA 22314 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Qi Han whose telephone numbers is (571) 272-7604. The 
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examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 9:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Richemond Dorvil, can be reached on (571) 272-7602. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Inquiries regarding the status of submissions 
relating to an application or questions on the Private PAIR system should be directed to the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) or 703-305-3028 between the 
hours of 6 a.m. and midnight Monday through Friday EST, or by e-mail at: ebc@uspto.gov. For 
general information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 



QH/qh 

March 29, 2006 




